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Art Unit 

1643 





All Participants: Status of Application: 



(1) Stephen L. Rawlings. . (3) Larry Helms . 

(2) Jeffrey Guise . (4) Megan Jamrozand Mary Ann Stretch . 
Date of Interview: 21 September 2006 Time: 

Type of Interview: 

M Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant □ Applicant's representative) 

Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: □ Yes □ No 
If Yes, provide a brief description: 

Part I. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 

written description; new matter; enablement 

Claims discussed: 

89-120 

Prior art documents discussed: 

Xu et al. Hybridoma. 2000 Oct;19(5):375-85. 

Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 

See Continuation Sheet 

Part III. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

M It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413B) 



Application No. 09/995,529 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: The 
Examiner proposed an Examiner's amendment and explained the reasons the amendment would obviate the issue of 
record, noting in particular the need to differentiate between the claimed invention and antibodies disclosed by the 
prior art. Applicant's representatives declined to authorize entry of the proposed amendment, indicating that they 
would prefer to file an After-Final Amendment but suggested that they would use the proposed amendment as a guide 
in the preparation of their amendment.. 
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